Date: Wed, 30 Jun 93 04:30:18 PDT 

From: Ham-Policy Mailing List and Newsgroup <ham-policy@ucsd.edu> 
Errors-To: Ham-Policy-Errors@UCSD.Edu 

Reply-To: Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu 

Precedence: Bulk 

Subject: Ham-Policy Digest V93 #210 

To: Ham-Policy 


Ham-Policy Digest Wed, 30 Jun 93 Volume 93 : Issue 210 


Today's Topics: 
ARRL EMI/RFI help (was Re: NQOI Case: A Proposal for Action) 
Freq. coordination database software 
NQOI Case: What I would do 


Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu> 
Send subscription requests to: <Ham-Policy-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu> 
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu. 


Archives of past issues of the Ham-Policy Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/ham-policy". 


We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text 
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official 
policies or positions of any party. Your mileage may vary. So there. 


Date: Tue, 29 Jun 1993 17:18:08 GMT 

From: concert!news-feed-1.peachnet.edu!umn.edu!csus.edu!netcom.com! 
stevew@decwrl.dec.com 

Subject: ARRL EMI/RFI help (was Re: NQOI Case: A Proposal for Action) 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <1993Jun25.170413.18006@ncar.ucar.edu>, elmore@rap.ucar.edu (Kim 
Elmore) writes: 
As the "Technical Coordinator" here in Colorado, I'm trying to 

build a cadre of people (Technical Specialists) to help hams with just 
this problem. Maybe I'm lucky, but I've forged an excellent working 
relationship with the FCC Denver Field Office. 

stuff deleted... 


Try contacting the Technical Coordinator in your area (he's 
listed on the front boilerplate in QST). He (or she) might be able to 
help you out. You need not be a League member to get help, and it 
doesn't even help. When I'm called, I have no idea whether or not the 
ham is a League member and couldn't care less. 


VV VV VV VV VV VV 


> Kim Elmore, [N50P, PP ASEL/Glider 2232456] 


I ought to point out that the other guy I'm with when I've made these 

calls is the TC for our section. Kim, you hit it right on the head. 

The conflict resolution aspect is really what I was trying to say when 

I mentioned that most often the difference comes from an outside/intervening 
party. 


Steve KA6S 


Date: 29 Jun 1993 15:20:52 -0400 

From: digex.com!digex.net!not-for-mail@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Freq. coordination database software 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


It is time for T-MARC to join the 1980s and get computerized. :) 


Does anybody know of a good software application already 
in use by another large frequency coordination body 
which we could use here? 


It would be even better if it is modifiable, either via 
source code or configuration files. 


Email is preferred. Thanx. 


bote@access.digex.net (John Boteler) 
WARNING: You are subject to pre-emption! 


Date: 29 Jun 1993 06:13:31 -0500 

From: swrinde!cs.utexas.edu! geraldo.cc.utexas.edu!doc.cc.utexas.edu!not-for- 
mail@network.UCSD.EDU 

Subject: NQOI Case: What I would do 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


Okay, if you want to get industrial-strength silly, how about checking the 
CC&R's and if it's allowable just put an extra room onto the back of the house 
or maybe a nice storage shed. Make them 100' tall. 


That way you get a nice elevated deck/seperate shack/storage silo/antenna 
gantry. 


B-) 

73, 
David Milner | kkk =| =~ Amateur Radio Callsign NSRUL (R/R # 3) 
(GeNie) D.MILNER | * Moo! x | (Internet) aggedor@ccwf.cc.utexas.edu 
Austin, Tx. U.S.A. |  *xkkkkkeee | I know who I am, and I will *NEVER* go back! 


xx Illegitimus Non Carborundom Est! (Don't let the bastards get you down!) xx 


Date: Tue, 29 Jun 1993 13:44:52 GMT 
From: concert! gatech!kd4nc! ke4zv!gary@decwrl.dec.com 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Jun24.181224 .14042@leland.Stanford.EDU>, 
<1993Jun27 .054747 .17393@ke4zv.uucp>, <1993Jun28.173159.29546@leland.Stanford.EDU> 
Reply-To : gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 

Subject : Re: NQOI Case : HF Vertical Antennas 


In article <1993Jun28.173159.29546@leland.Stanford.EDU> paulf@umunhum. stanford. edu 
(Paul Flaherty) writes: 

> 

>Going from 30' to 60' buys you a little more than one S Unit. Is it really 
>worth it? 


The typical 3 element beam gives you a little more than an S unit (7 db 
typical). Most people think that's worth it. Getting the antenna up 
where you get xanother*x S unit due to height is certainly worth it. 

14 db of gain is a lot, equivalent to going from 100 watts to 2500 watts 
transmit power. 


Gary 


Gary Coffman KE4ZV 
Destructive Testing Systems 
534 Shannon Way 
Lawrenceville, GA 30244 


You make it, 
we break it. 
Guaranteed! 


gatech!wa4mei! ke4zv! gary 
uunet!rsiatl!ke4zv! gary 
emory!kd4nc!ke4zv! gary 


Date: Tue, 29 Jun 93 16:04:38 GMT 


From: elroy.jpl.nasa.gov!usc!howland.reston.ans.net!agate!headwall.Stanford.EDU! 
nntp.Stanford.EDU! umunhum! paulf@decwrl.dec.com 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Jun27.054747 .17393@ke4zv.uucp>, 
<1993Jun28.173159.29546@leland.Stanford.EDU>, <1993Jun29.134452.2745@ke4zv.uucp>U 
Subject : Re: NQOI Case : HF Vertical Antennas 


In article <1993Jun29.134452.2745@ke4zv.uucp> gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 
writes: 

>The typical 3 element beam gives you a little more than an S unit (7 db 
>typical). Most people think that's worth it. Getting the antenna up 

>where you get xanotherx S unit due to height is certainly worth it. 

>14 db of gain is a lot, equivalent to going from 100 watts to 2500 watts 
>transmit power. 


Um, as usual, the "nonstandard S unit" problem hits. Going from 30-60' nets 
you between 3-5 db (with 4db S units, that's about one S unit). Going from 60 
to 90' buys you about 2db more. So, it really doesn't pay to go above 60', 
for most environments. 


-=Paul Flaherty, N9FZX | "The National Anthem has become The Whine." 
->paulf@Stanford.EDU | -- Charles Sykes, _A Nation of Victims_ 


End of Ham-Policy Digest V93 #210 
KAKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKEKEKER KAKA 


